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IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT

BILASPUR (CHHATTISGARH)]

WRIT PETITION(S) NO. L2 / ;/‘20 14.

PETITIONER: Lalit Mohan Yadav, son of Madan

Ram Yadav, aged about 26 years,

l M | working as Assistant Teacher
€5 '\:}) (vl/\,ﬂa,z) Panchayat, Primary School

A *‘:ﬂ;;};;sh}ﬁ%l(,fh} Ganjhiyadih, Block Kunkuri, District
pre s At Jashpur, Chhattisgarh.
versus
Respondents 1. State of Chhattisgarh, through

Secretary, Panchayat Welfare
Department, Mahanadi Bhawan,
Mantralaya, Naya Raipur, District
- Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

' 2. Collector, Jashpur, District Jashpur,

Chhattisgarh.
3. Chief Executive Officer, Zila

Panchayat, Jashpur, Chhattisgarh.

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
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Shrl C.J. K Rao cou

hsel for the petltroner

Shn Rahul Tamaskar PL for the State

‘ Challenge in the present petrtlon is to- the order dated )

20.11.2014 (Annexure P-1

‘ workrng as Assrstant Tea

. Primary School, Ganjhlyadl
 School Ambadipa (Rounr) B |
| Counsel for ‘the petutroner submlts that the petltloner.

whereas as per the said p
been affected by 15.7.14.
the petitioner is also a te

allowed to stand the petltlorner and hIS wrfe have to suffer. He

Sl.lb'mltS that at this stage t

~ withdraw this petition with |

State'counsel has no

. put forth by the petltloner

,her has been transferred from
N, Block Kunkurl to Govt. anary
ock’ Baglcha '

B has bee_n_ transferred undeq the garb of rationalization policy

licy alt the transfers should have

e further. submits that the_wrfe of.

cher in the same block where

' presently the petltloner is vyorking' and if the transfer order is

e petrtlo;_ner may be _perm|ttedto

“respondent No.2 and-in turrj the respondent "-No.2 be directed

“to decide the repreSentat'ion W'ithin'sorne time frame.

Accordingly, the petrtloner rs permltted to withdraw thrs

“petition with liberty to ﬁle

fepresentation before respondent

) whereby the petltioner who' is

berty to file representation before |

objection to the above preposition

© redE GEea, TAR- FS/-7/2014-2.00000.
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Nc.2 along with 'the' 'copy of this order within a period of two
weeks, the same would be|decided by the respondent No.2
T within a further _perio_d:,bffo’u 'w'eeks‘lfrcm the date of receipt of

the said representation. . -

!t is made clear that thls Court has not observed

7 anythlng on merits of the cade and’ It would be for the authortty -

concemed to decnde the same m accordance W|th Iaw R

. .\:}_,_,,' i
Sdy/.
Pntmker Dlwak('r
Judge
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